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Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 37 
CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible 
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 -17(e) has been 
timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.114. Applicant's submission filed on November 26, 2004 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 22-23, 25-26, 30-31, 32, 34-35, and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Miloslavski et al (USP 6,477,565) in view of Newman et al. (USP 6,757,551). 

4. With regard to claims 22-23, 25-26, and 30, Miloslavski et al. discloses a portable device 
comprising: 

a display screen module comprising a display screen (for example, Fig. 1, display 
screen of notebook 29, col. 7, line 63); and 
a user control module comprising: 
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a transceiver (Fig- 1, WAP device 29, col. 5, lines 56-57; see also col. 6, lines 3-7 
wherein WAP device 29 can be a cell phone, laptop, palm (PDA), pager, etc.; see also col. 5, 
lines 63-67, wherein the transceiver technologies include CDMA, TDMA, and GSM, etc.,) 
to wirelessly communicate with a base station (Fig. 1, WAP-SP 23 connected to WAP device 
29 via wireless link 27, col. 8, lines 4-7; wherein the transceiver transmits IP data packets to 
the base station (Fig. 1, WAP device 29) and receives IP data packets from the base station 
(transmits IP packets for at least Internet Protocol Telephony, col. 7, lines 60-63; as well 
WEB browsing, col. 2, lines 52-67) coupled to a(n IP) network (Fig. 1, Internet network 11, a 
data packet network, col. 5, lines 15-17); and a controller to: 

execute an Internet browser application (WAP-enabled devices, such as WAP device 29 
in Fig. 1, employ WEB-browsers, col. 2, lines 52-67) so as to display web page content (WEB 
pages, col. 5, lines 46-50) on the display screen (for example, Fig. 1, display screen of 
notebook 29, col. 7, line 63) of the display screen module; and 

communicate voice (and WEB page) data with the base station via the transceiver (WAP 
29 transmits and receives IP telephone calls, col. 3, lines 31-33; col. 8, lines 37-41; col. 7, 
lines 60-63; see also Fig. 2, WAP m, col. 11, lines 15-24). 

Furthermore, WAP 9, when employing IP telephony, must, inherently, have a 
microphone and speaker, (e.g., a cell phone or a laptop capable of sending and receiving VOIP 
packets) (Fig. 1, WAP device 29, col. 5, lines 56-57; see also col. 6, lines 3-7 wherein WAP 
device 29 can be a cell phone, laptop, palm (PDA), pager, etc.; see also col. 5, lines 63-67, 
wherein the transceiver technologies include CDMA, TDMA, and GSM, etc.,). 
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Miloslavski et al. does not specifically disclose a removably attached display screen. 
However, Newman et al. discloses a personal communicator the combines the functions of a cell 
phone and a computer (see Abstract). More specifically, Newman et al. discloses a user control 
module (Figs. 1 and 2, interpreted as the combination of the cell phone 1 and computer 4) 
that can access the internet and retrieve e-mail or receive faxes (col. 4, lines 2-5). Moreover, 
Newman et al discloses a detachable screen (detachable screen 3, figs. 1 and 2). Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the receiver coupled to the controller to a detachable screen because such a 
modification allows the user to use the appliance more easily and spares the user the 
inconvenience of carrying around all the separate components (col. 4, lines 5-10). Newman et 
al. also discloses that the user control module contains a microphone and speaker (Fig. 2, 
microphone 8 (MIC.) and earpiece 6). 

5. With regard to claims 31-32, 34-35, and 39, Miloslavski et al. discloses a system comprising: 
a base station (Fig. 1, WAP-SP 23 connected to WAP device 29 via wireless link 27, 

col. 8, lines 4-7; wherein the transceiver transmits IP data packets to the base station (Fig. 

1, WAP device 29) and receives IP data packets from the base station (transmits IP packets 

for at least Internet Protocol Telephony, col. 7, lines 60-63; as well WEB browsing, col. 2, 

lines 52-67) coupled to a(n IP) network (Fig. 1, Internet network 11, a data packet network, 

col. 5, lines 15-17); and a portable device comprising: 

a display screen module comprising a display screen (for example, Fig. 1, display 

screen of notebook 29, col. 7, line 63); and 
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a user control module comprising: 

a transceiver (Fig. 1, WAP device 29, col. 5, lines 56-57; see also col. 6, lines 3-7 
wherein WAP device 29 can be a cell phone, laptop, palm (PDA), pager, etc.; see also col. 5, 
lines 63-67, wherein the transceiver technologies include CDMA, TDMA, and GSM, etc.,) 
to wirelessly communicate with the base station (Fig. 1, WAP-SP 23 connected to WAP device 
29 via wireless link 27, col. 8, lines 4-7; wherein the transceiver transmits IP data packets to 
the base station (Fig. 1, WAP device 29) and receives IP data packets from the base station 
(transmits IP packets for at least Internet Protocol Telephony, col. 7, lines 60-63; as well 
WEB browsing, col. 2, lines 52-67); and a controller to: 

execute an Internet browser application (WAP-enabled devices, such as WAP device 29 
in Fig. 1, employ WEB-browsers, col. 2, lines 52-67) so as to display web page content (WEB 
pages, col. 5, lines 46-50) on the display screen (for example, Fig. 1, display screen of 
notebook 29, col. 7, line 63) of the display screen module; and 

communicate voice (and WEB page) data with the base station via the transceiver (WAP 
29 transmits and receives IP telephone calls, col. 3, lines 31-33; col. 8, lines 37-41; col. 7, 
lines 60-63; see also Fig. 2, WAP m, col. 11, lines 15-24) 

Furthermore, WAP 9, when employing IP telephony, must, inherently, have a 
microphone and speaker, (e.g., a cell phone or a laptop capable of sending and receiving VOIP 
packets) (Fig. 1, WAP device 29, col. 5, lines 56-57; see also col. 6, lines 3-7 wherein WAP 
device 29 can be a cell phone, laptop, palm (PDA), pager, etc; see also col. 5, lines 63-67, 
wherein the transceiver technologies include CDMA, TDMA, and GSM, etc.,). 
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Miloslavski et al does not specifically disclose a removably attached display screen. 
However, Newman et al. discloses a personal communicator the combines the functions of a cell 
phone and a computer (see Abstract). More specifically, Newman et al. discloses a user control 
module (Figs. 1 and 2, interpreted as the combination of the cell phone 1 and computer 4) 
that can access the internet and retrieve e-mail or receive faxes (col. 4, lines 2-5). Moreover, 
Newman et al. discloses a detachable screen (detachable screen 3, figs. 1 and 2). Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the transceiver coupled to the controller to a detachable screen because such a 
modification allows the user to use the appliance more easily and spares the user the 
inconvenience of carrying around all the separate components (col. 4, lines 5-10). Newman et 
al. also discloses that the user control module contains a microphone and speaker (Fig. 2, 
microphone 8 (MIC.) and earpiece 6). 

6. Claims 24, 33, and 42 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Miloslavski et al. in view of Newman et al. as applied to claims 22-23, 25-26, 30-31, 32, 34-35, 
and 39 above, and further in view of Borella et al. (USP 6,587,433). 

7. With regard to claims 24, 33, and 42, neither Miloslavski et al. nor Newman et al. specifically 
disclose establishing a low latency IP connection for transceiving voice over IP data packets 
between the controller and the base station. However, Borella et al. discloses a voice over IP 
system over an IP network that utilizes a differentiated quality of service by using the TOS field 
in the IP header between a VOIP telephone and the IP network for transporting the voice IP 
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packets (col. 8, lines 44-51). Specifically, Borella et al. discloses that the Internet Protocol uses 
the TOS field in the IP packet's header to define the type-of-service used for transceiving IP data 
packets wherein the precedence levels for low latency is known as minimizing delay (See Tables 
A and B, col. 8, lines 52-59 and col. 9, lines 1-10, respectively; see also col. 8, line 60-67 and 
col. 9, lines 11-16; see also TC/IP Illustrated Vol. 1, pages 34-35). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to establish a low latency 
connection between the controller and the base station to ensure the quality of service associated 
with voice communications. 

8. Claims 27-29 and 36-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Miloslavski et al. in view of Newman et al. as applied to claims 22-23, 25-26, 30-31, 32, 34-35, 
and 39 above, further in view of Borella et al (USP 6,587,433) as applied to claims 3 and 12, 
and further in view of Newman et al. 

9. With regard to claims 27-29, and 36-38, neither Miloslavski et al. nor Newman et al. 
specifically disclose that a low latency VoIP connection is established when the phone is 
separated from the display (and that, concurrently, the internet browser application is ceased). 
Borella et al. discloses that the low latency connection is established by amending the TOS field 
for minimizing delay. Newman et al. teaches that the separation of the cell phone and the 
computer is necessarily determined because the mode of each device must be determined before 
each devices' use (Specifically, Newman et al. discloses that the personal communicator 
device can operate in several different modes to include either cell phone or a computer/cell 
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phone/display combination capable of accessing the internet (col. 3, line 27 to col. 4, line 27; 
see also col. 5, lines 28-35 and lines 48-53). Newman et al., therefore, teaches that the cell 
phone separation from the computer is necessary in order to operate in the correct mode 
for each disclosed device (e.g., cell-phone-only mode) making it obvious that the controller 
would be able to determine when the display screen is separated because such a 
determination is necessary for either using the cell phone alone or using it in conjunction 
with the computer to access the internet (col. 3, lines 32-34)). Thus, Newman et al must 
determine when such a VOIP connection is feasible when using the cell phone. For example, 
when the cell phone is operating as part of an IP cell network for the use of packetized data voice 
communication (VOIP), the cell phone would automatically establish a low latency connection. 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
for the telephone to establish a low latency connection for the VOIP telephone because the cell 
phone in Newman et al. would detect when it was separated form the screen and/or computer 
and, therefore, know when to establish the low latency VOIP connection (and, concurrently, 
ceasing the internet application). Moreover, since Newman et al. already discloses automatically 
establishing a VoIP connection when the controller is separated from the display screen, it would 
also have been obvious to resume the execution of the Internet browser application when the 
controller is reattached to the display screen. 

10. Claims 40-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Miloslavski et 
al. in view of Newman et al. further in view of Borella et al. 
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11. With regard to claims 40-42, Miloslavski et al. discloses a method comprising: 

displaying web page content on a display screen module (for example, Fig. 1, display 
screen of notebook 29, col. 7, line 63) of a portable device Fig. 1, WAP device 29, col. 5, lines 
56-57; see also col. 6, lines 3-7 wherein WAP device 29 can be a cell phone, laptop, palm 
(PDA), pager, etc.; see also col. 5, lines 63-67, wherein the transceiver technologies include 
CDMA, TDMA, and GSM, etc.) when the display screen module is attached to a user control 
module of the portable device. Newman et al. discloses a user control module (Figs. 1 and 2, 
interpreted as the combination of the cell phone 1 and computer 4) that can access the 
internet and retrieve e-mail or receive faxes (col. 4, lines 2-5). Moreover, Newman et al. 
discloses a detachable screen (detachable screen 3, figs. 1 and 2). 

Neither Miloslavski et al. nor Newman et al. specifically disclose that, in response to a 
determination that the user control module and the display screen are separated, that a low 
latency VoIP connection is established when the phone is separated from the display and 
communicated between the portable device and the base station (Fig. 1, WAP-SP 23 connected 
to WAP device 29 via wireless link 27, col. 8, lines 4-7; wherein the transceiver transmits IP 
data packets to said base station (Fig. 1, WAP device 29) and receives IP data packets from 
said base station (transmits IP packets for at least Internet Protocol Telephony, col. 7, lines 
60-63; as well WEB browsing, col. 2, lines 52-67) wirelessly coupled to the portable device 
(via a RF transceiver, Fig. 1, WAP device 29, col. 5, lines 56-57; see also col. 6, lines 3-7 
wherein WAP device 29 can be a cell phone, laptop, palm (PDA), pager, etc.; see also col. 5, 
lines 63-67, wherein the transceiver technologies include CDMA, TDMA, and GSM, etc.) 
and that, concurrently, the internet browser application is ceased. Borella et al. discloses that the 
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low latency connection is established by amending the TOS field for minimizing delay. 
Newman et al. teaches that the separation of the cell phone and the computer is necessarily 
determined because the mode of each device must be determined before each devices' use 
(Specifically, Newman et al. discloses that the personal communicator device can operate in 
several different modes to include either cell phone or a computer/cell phone/display 
combination capable of accessing the internet (col. 3, line 27 to col. 4, line 27; see also col. 5, 
lines 28-35 and lines 48-53). Newman et al., therefore, teaches that the cell phone 
separation from the computer is necessary in order to operate in the correctmode for each 
disclosed device (e.g., cell-phone-only mode) making it obvious that the controller would be 
able to determine when the display screen is separated because such a determination is 
necessary for either using the cell phone alone or using it in conjunction with the computer 
to access the internet (col. 3, lines 32-34)). Thus, Newman et al. must determine when such a 
voice packet connection is feasible when using the cell phone. For example, when the cell phone 
is operating as part of an IP cell network for the use of packetized data voice communication 
(VOIP), the cell phone would automatically establish a low latency connection. Thus, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for the telephone 
to establish a low latency connection for the VOIP telephone because the cell phone in Newman 
et al. would detect when it was separated form the screen and/or computer and, therefore, know 
when to establish the low latency VOIP connection (and, concurrently, ceasing the internet 
application). Moreover, since Newman et al. already discloses automatically establishing a VoIP 
connection when the controller is separated from the display screen, it would also have been 
obvious to resume the execution of the Internet browser application when the controller is 
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reattached to the display screen to display web page content. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

12. Claims 43-45 are allowed. 

13. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 

The Examiner has not found a wireless communication device (cell phone) which is 
detachable from a display screen, communicates with a base station coupled to a network, 
executes a browser and displays web content on the display screen when attached to the screen, 
and, after determining that the screen is detached from the wireless communication device, sends 
a special packet to the base station wherein the special packet (1) establishes a low latency 
connection and (2) includes an indicator via differentiated services (using the TOS byte in the IP 
packet, also known as the differentiated services code point (DSCP)) to the base station to give 
priority to incoming packets having voice data between that base station and the wireless 
communication device. 
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Response to Amendment/Arguments 

14. Applicant's arguments filed November 26, 2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

15. Applicant argues that the USPTO ("the Office") fails to disclose the subject matter in the 
parent application (US Patent Application 09/443,024) from which Newman (USP 6,757,551) 
claims 35 USC 120 priority from. US Patent Application 09/443,024 is enclosed. 

16. US Patent Application 09/443,024 discloses a personal communicator the combines the 
functions of a cell phone and a computer (see Abstract). Specifically, US Patent Application 
09/443,024 discloses a user control module (Figs. 1 and 2, interpreted as the combination of 
the cell phone 1 and computer 4) that can access the internet and retrieve e-mail or receive 
faxes (page 5, lines 16-18). Moreover, US Patent Application 09/443,024 discloses a 
detachable screen (detachable screen 3, figs. 1 and 2); that the detachable screen spares the user 
the inconvenience of carrying around all the separate components (page 5, lines 18-22); and that 
user control module contains a microphone and speaker (Fig. 2* microphone 8 (MIC.) and 
earpiece 6). 

17. Furthermore, US Patent Application 09/443,024 teaches that the separation of the cell phone 
and the computer is necessarily determined because the mode of each device must be determined 
before each devices' use. US Patent Application 09/443,024 discloses that the personal 
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communicator device can operate in several different modes to include either cell phone or a 
computer/cell phone/display combination capable of accessing the internet (page 4, line 14 to 
page 6, line 8; see also page 8, lines 4-9 and lines 18-22) US Patent Application 09/443,024, 
therefore, teaches that the cell phone separation from the computer is necessary in order to 
operate in the correct mode for each disclosed device (e.g., cell-phone-only mode) making it 
obvious that the controller would be able to determine when the display screen is separated 
because such a determination is necessary for either using the cell phone alone (page 4, lines 14- 
17 and line 20 ("1. communication module") or using it in conjunction with the computer 
to access the internet (page 4, lines 19-22; page 6, lines 3-6 and 18-20)). 

18. Accordingly, the Office has met its burden of establishing that the parent application of 
Newman et al., US Patent Application 09/443,024, discloses the subject matter upon which 
Newman et al. claims 35 USC 120 priority. 

Conclusion 

19. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Mark A Mais whose telephone number is (571) 272-3 138. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 6:00-4:30. 

20. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Wellington Chin can be reached on (571) 272-3 134. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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21 . Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

December 14, 2004 




